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New State Bar Officers 
| Nominated 


Trenton:—N. Louis Paladeau, 








(Continued from Last Week) 


IV. Gift Tax Consequences 
A. Prior to the Revenue Act of 

1948. 

Code Provisions. Section 1000 
imposes a tax upon the transfer 
of property by gift. Section 1002 
provides that where property is 
transferred for less than an ade- 
quate and full consideration in 
money or money’s worth, the 
amount by which the value of 
the property exceeds the value 
of the consideration shall be 
ceemed a gift.” 

Creation of Tenancy as a Gift. 
The regulations are clear that if 
a husband with his own funds 
purchases property and has the 
title thereto conveyed to himself 
and wife as tenants by the en- 
tirety, and under the law of the 
jurisdiction governing the rights 


Tenancy by the Entirety as a Medium of 
Tax Planning 


husband has transferred a valid 
legal right upon the gratuitous 
creation of the tenancy particu- 
larly in light of the fact that 
severance can be accomplished 
at the will of either party. Ac- 
cordingly, there would seem to 
be no reason to exclude from 
gift tax half the value of the 
property transferred. A tenancy 
by the entirety is not subject to 
severance. It should be noted, 
however, that where such a ten- 
ancy is gratuitously created by 
the husband, the donor has re- 
tained no power over the pro- 
perty. If the wife does not sur- 
vive to take the fee, it will be 
death, and not an exercise of 
power by the husband, which 
will deprive her otf it. Accord- 
ingly, in this instance too, the 
gift seems sufficiently complete 
to justify the mode of taxation 





of the tenants there is no right 
of severance by which either 
tenant, acting alone, can defeat 
the right of the survivor to the| 
whole of the property, he con-}| 
summates a gift of such pro- | 
perty within the purview of the) 
gift tax provisions of the Code.* | 

Although the Board of Tax| 
Appeals formerly held that the| 

















—— ORDERS | 7 
| Jr., President of the New Jersey 
ORDERED that, effective April 1, 1949, Judge S. Rusling Leap ig mie 
5 ass! gned to the Cumberland County Court and the Cumberland ! | State Bar A - dented ne 
sunty District Court, until such time as a county judge is ap-|"ounced that the association 

RNAL inted and confirmed for such county. | Nominating Committee had 

NJ Arthur T. Vanderbilt | named Robert K. Bell of Ocean 

—_—_ C. J. |City for President of the asso- 

PUNITY sted: March 29, 1949 | ciation. 

Lo Rai _| Other nominations made by 

’ckeu caf! ORDERED that Judge Wesley L. Lance is assigned to the Morris | the committee, headed by Joseph 

y ig Court, until such time as a county judge is appointed and | Summerill, Jr. Chairman, 

= gpnfirmed for such county. are: 1st Vice-President — John 

requires fi Arthur T. Vanderbilt |'H. Yauch, Jr. of Newark; 2nd 

i C.J | Vice-President — Philip R. Geb- 
ivr tabated: March 28, 1949. |hardt of Clinton; 3rd Vice-Pres- 
ri j ———$————___— | ident—George P. Moser of Union 

— ,DERED that pursuant to P.L. 1948, c. 264, sec. 27, as amended | City: Treasurer — Edward T. 

PL 1948, c. 394, sec. 6, the following municipal courts are ap- | | Curry of Camden and Secretary 

——I roved for the exercise of civil jurisdiction: |-— Emma FE. Dillon of Trenton. 

R E Municipal Court of the City of Bridgeton Nominated for Directors are: 
4 Municipal Court of the City of Millville | 7th Judicial District — Lionel P. 
iB Municipal Court of the Borough of Bernardsville Kristeller of Newark; 8th Judic- 
: Municipal Court of the Borough of Paulsboro. }ial District — Frank H. Eggers 

ee By the Court, |of Jersey City and 9th Judicial! 

VERS Arthur T. Vanderbilt | District — Edward G. Weiss of 

Se C. J. | Paterson. 

No op ted: March 18, 1949 | The officers and directors of 

= . acai ao will be — 

: s at the annual meeting, May 
et tL AMENDMENTS TO RULES |} and 21, at Atlantic City. 
~ ft nule 3:81-7 is amended as follows: | gener 
In the caption strike the word “Inferior”; and in iine one} Test New Bar Admissions 
fter the words “Review of” insert “statutory proceedings in the | Law in Idaho 

YUNTY RB perior Court and the County Courts, and”. | Sere ett 

, ‘ed March 25, 1949. |Bar Ass’n Commissioners Attack | 
recent Constitutionality of Act 

Ay Rule 1:8-14A is adopted as follows: Bypassing Exams 

ur ‘Rule 1:8-14A Retention of Receipts. 

= The clerk of this court shall deliver to each applicant receipts| Boise (ACCN) Idaho's Su- 

hich shall indicate the date of filing in the clerk’s office of each| preme Court has set April 4 for 

Sale Maper submitted by the applicant in connection with his applica-|a hearing on the application of 

on for admission to the bar. It shall be the duty of such applicant | three University of Idaho law 
neous ) retain such receipts in his possession until such time as he shall! | school graduates to practice law 
e admitted to the bar or shall abandon his application.” in the state without taking a 
, dopted March 25, 1949. bar examination | 
ISON —_—— The graduates—Samuel Kauf- 
R 2-4 is amended as follows: man Jr., Sumner | Delana and 
as - ‘the end of paragraph (a) add the following: “In capital | John W. Gunn, | all of Boise — 
uses where the sentence of death has been imposed, the attorney | Submitted the =P pergioips 

the condemned shall serve forthwith upon the principal keeper | after the recent enactment of 
= ithe state prison, a copy of the notice of appeal, certified to be a |/aW to permit University of Ida-| 

ON Bee copy by the County Clerk. A sentence of death shall be stayed | ho law school graduates to prac- | 

Ts mm | the | kal keeper on the taking of an appeal.” ss emia taxing bar exam-| 

var = x S. | 

9 -sehigemenced March 25, 1949. Constitutionality the new! 

== Rule 1:2-16 is amended as follows: “ss gd been attacked = bend 

#5 : , : jabs ale oard of commissioners o ne | 

NS At the end of paragraph (a) strike the period and add the | ;qano Bar Ass’n. In a petition| 
lowing: “, and the attorney of the condemned shall serve forth-| gjeg with the Supreme Court, | 

ith on the principal keeper of the state prison, a copy of the | the association asserted that the 

otice of appeal, certified to be a true copy by the County Clerk.” | Legislature has no power or 

0 YeatMBmenced March 25, 1949. authority” ‘to prescribe condi- | 

R Saal tions for admittance to the bar. | 

. 6-008 Rule A 11 is amended by adding thereto the following sentence: “The Supreme Court,” the as-| 

‘For the purposes of this rule adjournments, extensions of sociation contended, “has exclu-| 
ime, and applications, motions, or hearings in connection there- | sive and inherent power to adopt | 
st ith shall not be considered a proceeding taken.” Fale iad rerelations pesieet 
vay man 3 5 g SS an IU | 
pes Seana Se, See. of persons seeking to practice| 
orale — me. <a: ft 
. 2 ye authority w - 
States Utah Governor Vetoes Plan for Selection aa ca ee 
of Judges The association’s petition see! 
its at eee Oe | sailed the new act as an Syrynid 
Salt Lake City (ACCN) — Gov.| the people may weigh and judge| “to abrogate and nullify the ex- 
| C0. . Bracken Le2 vetoed a bill! his relative merit and character.| clusive and inherent p owers of| 
DG assed by the Utah legislature “Had this bill provided that|}the Supreme Court to adopt | 
set up a nonnartisan method! the nonpartisan committee/rules and regulations prescrib-| 
lecting State Supreme Court shouid select candidates who| ing fitness and qual lifications of | 


strict Court Judges. 


} 
ently 
Lilly 


judiciary from partisan 





would be required to undergo the| persons applying for practice of| 


ih agreeing that it is scrutiny of the voter and be) jaw . by attempting to place| 
eK i -* to sae subject to the voter’s choice, I} power over admissions in the} 
i would have approved it.” hands of the faculty of the Uni-| 


—_—-—— | versity of Idaho law 


school.” | 





- Gov. Lee asserted thai is : 

' so doing it should be put Announcement Re Essex dae = “teomaunens ad 

oser to the citizens.” Matrimonial BOVCET «| tucen annroved Inw schecle” 
He contended that the bill, Motions | The bill provides that only Uni- 
Nich would have provided that | versity of [daho law school grad-| 
icumbent judges run against No motions will be heard in| uates or graduates of approved| 
heir records, left the voter nO|/the Essex County Matrimonial) schools of law who have attend- 
Nolce between candidates and) pivision on Friday, April 15tn,|ed at least two semesters at the 


Can result only in the sustain- 





13 Or rejection of an individual | gate. }ted without examination. 
NY tose capabilities are unknown, fon. C. Thos. Schettino and| The petition asked that appli-| 
the majority of our citizens.”| Hon. Herman E. Hillenbach will| cations for admissions to the bar 
‘Iam firmly convinced,” he) be available to hear emergency|be denied and dismissed and 
ey flared, “that any candidate| matters during the week of April} that the applicants “be required 
iJ. #M office, including the judici-|1ith any morning between 9:00| to comply with the rules and 
t ¥;Should go before the voter’ and 10:00 -A.M. before having|reguiaticns of the Supreme 






4 competitive manner so that 


since Good Friday falls on that| Idaho law school may be admit- 





final hearings. Court.” 





{lectures wishes to announce the 
|fourth in a series of lectures to 


Organize New Local Bar — 


imposition of a gift tax was in- | 
valid upon the creation of sucn| 


|a tenancy where the husband} 


furnished the entire considera- | 
tion on the ground that the en- 
tire value thereof was subject'| 
to estate tax,” the validity of the 
gift tax under such circum-| 
stances now appears settled.’ 
Even the Board of Tax Appeals 
subsequently reversed its posi- 
tion, at least in cases subject to 
éppeal to the Circuit Court of 
Appeals for the Third Circuit.”’| 
It has been pointed out that 
may be easier to justify the 
imposition of gift tax in a situ-| 
ation such as the foregoing 
| where a joint tenancy is created 
rather than a tenancy by tne} 
entirety. In the former, the} 


it 








District Court Practice 
Next Subject On Essex 
Lecture Series 


The Essex County Bar Associ- 
ation through its committee on 


| be given April 5th at Arts High 
Schcol 7:00 p.m. on the subject 
of “Course of a Suit in the Dis-| 
trict Court.’ based on the new) 


}rules and practice thereunder. 


The speakers will be Samuel A 
Larner member of the firm of | 
Budd & Larner of Newark, and| 
|a former special legai assist-| 
| ant to Governor Charles Edison, | 
who will cover the viewpoint of | 
the plaintiff, and Victor C. Han- 
son member of the firm of Cox) 
|é¢ Waiburg of Newark who will! 
|cover the viewpoint of the de-! 
fendant. 

The talks will be followed by} 
|/a panel discussion and sitting | 
on the pane! will be Raymond | 
L. Cunneen, and William K.} 
Flannagan Joseph Susskind and | 
Hon. Alexander P. Waugh, Pre- | 
siding Judge of the Essex elena 
District Court. 


| 





. . } 
Association 
A group of lawyers from South | 
Orange and Maglewood recently | -,; 
organized “The Bar Association | 





of South Orange and Maple- 3 


wood’. Officers for 1949 are: 
President, Joseph W. Kapp, 
Treasurer, Herman B. Licks; 


Secretary, Arthur W. Wilderot- 
ter; Trustees, Richard Riddle 
Fisher, Edward E. Mishell and 
H. Edward Neese 





| gift. 
ihe has 
| Whether the basic valuation as- 





now established.” 
Valuation. Once it is determ- 


; ined that there is a gift by reas- 


on of the creation of the tenancy 
by the entirety, the next pertin- 
ent consideration is the valua- 
| tion to be attributed to such gift. 

The regulations provide that 
the value of the gift is the value 
of the property !ess the value of 
the right, if any, of the donoc 
spouse to the income or other 
enjoyment of the property, or 
share thereof, during the joint 
lives cf the spouses, and the val- 
ue of the right of the donor 


| spouse to the whole of the pro- 


perty should he or she be the 


| Survivor of them. The value of 


each of such rights is to be de- 
termined in accordance with the 
Actuaries or Combined Exper- 


jience Table of Mortality, as ex- 


tended. The regulations fur- 
ther provide that a case of this 
type, provided the gift is com- 
pleted and not merely proposed 
or hypothetical, may be submit- 
ted to the Commissioner, who 
will, in accordance with recog- 
nized actuarial principles, com- 


| pute the applicable factor to be 


used in determining such value, 
and will advise the donor of the 
factor.” 

It should be noted that the 
Commissioner will, upon - the 
submission of a proper case, sup- 
ply the applicable factor but will 
not compute the valuation of the 
The obvious reason is that 
no way of knowing 


| Signed to the property, with re- 
spect to which apportionment of 
values between husband and 
wife is requested, has been 
stated in the correct amount. 

In the computation of the gift 
tax, it has been held that there 
is no requirement for the deduc- 
jtion of depreciation upon the 
|property to the problematical 
date of death of the husband, 
ner of the value of the donee’s 
right to support from her hus- 
|band.* Similarly, there may not 
be deducted, in tax computation, 
the value of the wife’s dower in- 
terest from the total value of 
the sift.” 

Previously Taxed Property. 
Section 812(c) of the Internal 
Revenue Code, without reference 





(Continued on page 3, col. 1) 








108, $86.2 






29 Villiar liart 6 B.T.A 1207 
(1937 Henry meal 7 B.TLA 1: 5 
(1939) 

30 illy v. Smith, 96 Fi2d) 341/1C_.CLA 

1958) 1t. den. 305 U.S. 60411938); 
eh ng how: 5” S.Ct yh %): Com- 

er oy. Hart, 196 Fi2d 269(CALA 
td, 1959). Comunissioner vy Leomic 109 F 
(2d) 1O1T4¢C CLA Srd, 1940) 

31 J. . Gutman, 41 B.T.A. 81611940), 

32. Warren, William C., ‘‘Correlation of 
Gift & Estate Taxes’, 55 Harvard Law 
Review 1 (1941). 

33. Megulations 108, §S86.19th). 

34 Ibid 

35. J. C. Gutman, supra, note 31 

36. Hopkins v. Magruder, 122F (2d) 693 


a 


(4th, 


1941). 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


? 





LACHES — DIVORCE — When 
‘attack is made on a foreign 
divorce decree equity will ac- 
cord or refuse its aid upon 
general equitable principles 
and will consider such matters 
as laches, the nature of the 
suit, and complainant’s motive 
or object in bringing the suit. 

—Held, under’ circumstances, 
complainant was barred by 
laches from maintaining suit 
to void Nevada divorce decree 
obtained by her husband. 
Digested from’an opinion by 

Bigelow, J. A. D., rendered Mar. 

21, 1949. Superior Court, Appel- 

late Div. Lawler v. Lawler and 

Lawler. For plaintiff Charles 

Halsted. For defendant—Walte: 

T. Wittman For the Intervenor 

Achibald Kreiger ‘(Andrew 

Mainserdi, atty.). 
Plaintiff-appellant 

adjudication that a Nevada di- 

vorce decree obtained by he, 

husband, the defendant. is void 
because neither he nor the 
plaintiff was domiciled in Neva- 
da. The secend wife of the de- 
fendant was permitted to inter- 
vene in the suit and succeed in 
having the bili dismissed for 
laches. The Nevada decree had 


seeks an 
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and 


PROFIT 
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-. SAVINGS | 
“AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 
= NATIONAL NEWARK BLDG. 


P14 Commerce St. Newark, Ne-J. 





Censalt “MOHAWK” for 
(.. 1. Home Loans 








been entered more than 11 years 
before this’suit was instituted. 

Defendant obtained the Nev- 
ada decree on April 6, 1936 and 
within an hour or two there- 
after, he married the intervenor. 
A few days later he returnea 
with her to Fair Lawn, New Jer- 
sey, and there they lived togeth- 
er as husband and wife for 10 
years. Tt May 1946, she left de- 
fendant because of his cruelty 
and subsequently obtained a de- 
cree for maintenance in the sum 
of $12.50 per week. 

Plaintiff knew of the Nevada 
decree and of defendants 
marriage. She took no action 
in May, 1947, after the second 
Mrs. Lawler was driven from the 
home, defendant was taken ii) 
and plaintiff was persuaded to 
return and take care of him. In 
November she began this suit. 

Plaintiff and defendant are 
living together and defendant 
paving for this suit. The main 
rurpose of this action seems tu 
be to establish a basis which wil: 
enable defendant to get rid of 
his second wite, and defeat her 
judgement for maintenance and 
possible dower rights. The in- 
tervenor is tine real defendant. 
The suit serves no public policy 
or soclal cbjective. 


re- 


is 


The decree appealed from does 
rot attempt to validate the 
Nevada decree. but merely holds 
ihat plaintiff’s long delay bars 
her from the aid of equity under 
the circumstanzes. When attaek 
is made on a foreign decree 
divorce, equity will accord or re- 
fuse its aid upon general equit- 
able principles. Among the cir- 
cumstances 7onsidered are 
laches, the iature cf the suit, 
and the motive or object of com 
plainant in bringing it. 

The intervencr has given thi 
best vears of her tife to defend- 
ant plaintiff stood by, 


of 


while 
acquiescing in the situation, anc 
now, at this late date, because 
of changed and existing circun:- 
stances, plaintiff makes this at- 
tack on the divorce and, of 
course, on intervenors marriage 
The circumstances recited sup- 
port the decree below. 
Affirmed. 











NATIONAL SURETY CORPORATION 
Specializing in the Execution of 
Fiduciary and Court Bonds 


60 PARK PLACE, NEWARK 


Mitchell 2-8220 











Financial Printers 


SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents 
required for filing and registration with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 


New Jersey Division of 
PANDICK PRESS, INC. 
71-78 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 65, N. J. 
TreiepHons MARKET 83-4994 




















TITLE INSURANCE 
EF. H. A. MORTGAGES 
CONVENTIONAL MORTGAGES 








(972 Broad St., Newark 2 
Phone Mitchell 2-6300 


The Largest Title Insurance Company 
in New Jersey 
Capital and Surplus over $1,600,000 


UniTeED STATES MORTGAGE & TITLE 
GUARANTY COMPANY ot NEW JERSEY 


Ay 


210 Main St., Hackensack 
Phone HA-2-4300 





[ NEGLIGENCE — Held, in pres- 
ent negligence action for in- 
juries sustained in walking in- 
to a glass door, jury question 
was presented as to whether 
defendant exercised reason- 
able care to warn of existence 
of the doors and as to whethei 
oroper lighting was used. 
Digested from: an opinion by 

Colie, J. A. D., rendered March 

23, 1949. Superior Court. Appel- 

late Div. Diltione v. Vogels. For 

eppellants — Howard K. Stokes 
(Wise & Wise). For respondent 

— William Reich (Irving H. 

Lewis. attorney). 

Plaintifis sued for damages 
for injuries sustained by Mrs. 
Dillione as a result cf coiliding 
with a glass door in the entrance 
to defendant’s store. Tne com- 
Plaint was negligence in con- 
struction and maintenance of 
the doors and faulty lighting. 
The court directed a verdict fer 
aefendant on the ground of con- 
tributory negligence and plain- 
tiffs appeal. 

The appendix does not contain 
judgment required by 
1:3-1. This is ground for 

aismissing appeal but the 

court is accepting the appeal on 
the merits since it has been fully 
argued 

The 


were 


as 


the 


evidence was that there 
Iour giass doors the 
entrance, then a foyer and 
more glass doors. The doors 
at the extreme left and right 
are hinged the door jamb 
The two inner doors are hingec 
int ‘enter. The handles on 
each door were at the end. 
furthest from the hinges. The 
handles were of fastened 
by opaque fixtures appears 
Mrs. Dillione collided with the 
inner docrs at a point some- 
where near the center of th 
entrance She testified there 
was nothing to cbstruct her vis- 
that the sro and foye1 
illuminated, and that sh: 
could see ‘perfectly clear’ but 
the next thing she knew she 
into the door” A 
building contractor testified the 
were nos standard con- 
because there was 
indicate that there 
An electrica! con- 
testified the accepted 
sractice was to provide different 
intensities of light on the two 
Sides of the doors to in- 
crease their vikibility but thai 
here the light on either side cf 
the inner doors was “about 
equal”. 


at 
stree 


four 


at 


he 


2iasSs, 


It 


10n, re 


were 


was 21ass 


Struction 
thing 


door 


to 


21ass 


Under these facts a jury ques- 
110m was raised as to whether 
cefendant had exercised reason- 
anle care (oO warn incoming cus- 
the second set Oi 
doors, and also as 
the lighting condi- 
proper. 
and: 4 


tomers of 
iransparent 
whether 
were 
Reversed 


dered 


to 
tions 
trial or- 


new 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
—The furnishing of medical 
treatment constitutes a pay- 
ment of compensation within 
the intendment of R.S. 34:15- 
51. 

—Petition filed within 2 years of 
date of last medical treatment 
furnished by employer is with- 
in time. 

Digested from an opinion by 
McGeehan, J. A. D. rendered 
March 18, 1949. Superior Court. 
Appellate Div. Donoher v. Amer- 
ican. For appellant—William L. 
Dill, Jr. (Stryker. Tams & Horn- 
er). For respondent—George Pel- 
lettieri. 

The question here is whether 
the petition for compensation 
was filed within time. 

The accident occurred Septem- 
ber 1944. The employee received 
lamp treatments at respondent’s 


LAW BOOKS 


EOUGHT - SOLD - APPRAISED 
GANN LAW BOOKS 


79@ Broad St., Newark 2, N. J. 














Judge Smalley Returns to 
Middlesex For Trials 


Superior Court Judge Ralpr 
J. Smalley will return to Middle- 
sex County for trials during the 
months of April and May, and 
will again sit for trials in Mercer 
County during the month oi 
June 

Moiions 
heard on alternate 
Trenton and New 
with motions tomorrow, 
Ist, being held in Trenton. 


pretrials are 
Fridays at 
Brunswick 
April 


ana 








until March 23, 1945. 
from his work. 
filed Nov. 25, 


ispensary 
He lost no time 
The petition w 
1946. 

R.S. 34:15-41 provides that 
petitions shall be filed within 2 
years after the last payment of 
compensation. 

The question here presented 
appears to be novel in this state. 
What is meant by “compensa- 
tion” and “payment of compen- 
sation” been several times 
consicered. When the section ot 
R.S. 34:15-41 heretofore men- 
tioned was added in 1918, section 
14a, now R.S. 34:15-16, included 
“medical and hospital services 
and medicines” “compensa- 
tion” Accordingly, the cour: 
-Oncludes that the legislature in- 
tended that the fur hing of 
medical an hospital services 
should be considered “payment 
compensation” within the 


R.S. 34:15-41 alluded 


as 


llas 


as 


of 
section of 


+ 


QO. 
This is in 
cisions in ot 


accord with the de- 
her states, where it 
is generally held that furnishing 
yf medical by the em- 
ployer is compensation or pay- 
ment of compe under the 
acts involved. 


services 
nsation 


Since the petition filed 
within 2 ye the last treat- 
ment ii the employer 
it was filed thin the statutory 
time. 


Affirmed. 


Was 


New Schedule Fixed fp 
Judges Brown, Cleary, 
McGrath and Hetfield 


Judge Brown will hear Sup: 
ior Court matters in Monmoy 
County until May 20th. Hey 
be assisted by Judge Cleary fr 
April 11th to May 20th and ; 
thereafter assist Judge Clear, 
Union County from May 23rgq 
vune 30th. 

Judge Cleary will hear Sup 
lor Court matters in 
Ccunty until April 8th. 
April 11th to May 20th, } 
assist Judge Brown in h 
Superior Court Matters at 
mouth County Judge 
will resume the hearing 
perior Court matters in Un 
county on May 28rd and wil; 
assisted therein until Jun: 
by Judge Brown and Judg 
Grath. 

Judge McGrath will 
Union County Superior 
pretrials daily through Ap: 
From April 11th through 
20th he will near civil an 
bate matters in the Union 
ty Court, and on Fridays } 
hear Superior Court 
County Court motions. 
May 23rd to June 30th, Jucé 
McGrath will assist Judge Cle: 
and Judge Brown in the & 
ior Court exclusively. 

Judge Hetfield will 
matters in Union C 
from now until Apr 
and from May 23rd to June 
In the period between Apri 
and May 20th, Judge H 
vill hear criminal matters 


as 


he 
the 


Court 


Announcements 
Robert M. Angell ann 
the opening of law offices i 
general practice of law 
Broad Street, Newark 2. 
Aristo Dallavaile ann 
the opening of his law offices 
«30 Broad St., suite 310, Ns 





Sickness Disabiiity 
Provision for 
One day to life 


Benefits ” @nae 


INSURANCE 


Provisions. 


> EG OE OE 


27 WASHINGTON STREET 





Orunay 
THE UNITED BENEFIT LiFé 


INCOME PROTECTION WITH LIFETIME BENEFITS 


A New Insurance for Loss of Professional Time 


Accident Disabilir 
Provision 
One day to 


Benefits 


COMPANY 


The Companies organized by Dr. C. C. Criss 
Licensed and Qualified, with Branch Offices, in All States 


POLICYHOLDERS IN EITHER COMPANY PROTECTED BY 
LARGE RESERVE FUNDS 
MILLIONS PAID IN BENEFITS. PROMPT CLAIM SERVICE. 
Policies issued by these Companies, have Liberal, Broad Coverage Pro- 
visions for Time Loss Protection. Professional Time is your greatest 
asset. You assume the Liability for all that your limited Policy does 
not protect. This Insurance is specifi 
ands have been helped from the first day of disability. Many have beer 
paid for long periods, from five to thirty years. 


cally designed to help you. Thous- 


Indemnity for Specific Losses by Accidents. 

Monthly Indemnity for Disability by Accident. 

Monthly Indemnity for Disability by Sickness. 

Special Provision for Indemnity during Recovery Periods 
Additional Indemnity for Hospital. or Reg. Nurse Expense 
Special Coverage Policies for Members of ages 60 to 75 years 


No Cancellation (No. 16), or Age Limitation (No. 20) Standard 


Insurance not promoted by local membership organizations 


All Qualified Members of your Profession accepted. 


Whether you are now insured, or considering seane form of Disability 
Insurance, you should know more about the Professional Policies, with 
Income Provisions for One day of Disability; and For Life, if yeu should 
become Totally Disabled for an extended period, by Accident or Con- 
fining Sickness. Waiver of Premium Provision. Emergency Protectio® 
is assured to Members of the Professions. Policies issued for Monthly 
Income to protect your time value, within Company insuring limits. 


For full information, address 


CrIARLES R. GUERNSEY, Manager 
PROFESSIONAL POLICY DIVISION 


NEWARK 2, NEW JERSE! 


Telephone Mitchell 2-2602 
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Tenancy by the Entirety in Tax Planning 


Continued from page 1) 





amendment thereof 





discussed with 
Thus, 


ly 
estate taxes. 


i as a deduction from th 
estate the 








by 
venue Act of 1948, pro- 
deduction, for gift tax 

s comparable to the one 
re- 
ic 

provided that in computing 
estate, there should be 


t 


value of any 
rty included therein which 
cedent had received by 


thin five years prior to his 


yr which couid be 


having 





’ so received. 


nN 
to property 
prior decedent. 


Doubl 
redit 





as to the validity of 


iden- 
been acquired 
decedent in exchange for 


e Taxation and Gift Ta> 
It has hereinabove been 
out that there is now no 


.cory and operation, this 
was the same as tna‘ 
received 


ft x upon the gratuitous 
e 1 ef an estate by the en- 
e even though the entire 
the property may be 

ed to estate tax in the 





the creator of the 





ten- 


That no mutual exclusive - 


€ etween estate and giit 
“es was intended insofar as 
s the taxation of tenan- 


gift tax credit, whi 
that 


1d estate 


taxes 


lit did not give full 
n double taxation and t 
nt was inadequate 
edit was subject to tv 


iONs. 





credit could not 
rt of the gift tax wl 
unt of the gift bore 

amount of net 





ving at the amount of the 


annual 


overlapping of 


Firstly, the amount 
exceec 


gilts 


. 


exclusion and 


charities were deductec 


ross gifts. Secondly, th 
yr gift tax could not 


at proportion of the 
which the value of 


th 


the entirety is evidenced 
provision in our revenue 





gpenerally recognized that 


re- 


LWwU 


Cc 


) 


es- 


ided in the gross estate 


14 


bore to the value of the entire 
cross estate. The value of the 
gift included in the estate was 
either the value of the gift at 
the time it was made or the vai- 
ue at the time of death, which- 


ever was lower. 
Other inadequacies of the 
credit appeared to be that it 


operated to effect a correspond- 
ing reduction in the credit fo: 
state inheritance taxes, and that 
it resulted in a loss of interest 
on the amount paid in gift tax. 
Finally, there was a complete 
loss upon the prior death of the 
donee spouse of a tenancy by the 
entirety. sinc? the credit is ap- 
varently not allowable upon the 
later death of the donor. 
B. Effect of Revenue Act of 1948. 
General. The basic provisions 
of the law relating to the impo- 
sition of gift tax upon the crea- 
tion of a tenancy by the entirety 
have been left untouched Sec- 
tion 372 cf the Revenue Act of 
1948, adding Section 1004(a) (3) 
the Code, provides for the 
splitting of gifts between hus- 
tand and wife. Thus, new Sec- 
tion 1004(a)(3)(A) provides that 
where a donor transfers property 
to his or her spouse by gift afte1 
the date of enactment of the 
Act, one-half the value is de- 
ductible from aggregate net 
This corresponds to the 
deduction provided for 
tax purposes 
Section 1004(a)'3)(D) of 
Code takes out of the term- 


to 


New 


th 
ile 


inable interest rule gifts by the 
conor to his spouse as a tenant 
by the entiretly with the donor 


and permits the marital deduc- 
in such Thus, upon 
creation such a tenancy 
one-half the value of tne 

subject to gift tax. The 
possibility of the reacquisition 
the property through 
vivorship will 


duction. 


tion case 
the 


only 


ol 


Git 


Previously Taxed Property. 
As in the case of estate taxes, 
the new act provides that the] 


previously taxed 
allowable with 
received by 
donee’s spouss 


caeduction for 


proverty 1s not 
respect to property 
lit trom 


the 
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aiter the date of enactment of 
the Revenue Act of 1948. Nor 
it allowable with respect to 
property acquired in exchange 
for property acquired from a 
spouse by gift or from a prior 
deceased spouse. The deduction 
is disallowed irrespective of 
whether a marital deduction was 
allowed in computing the net 
gifts of the donor spouse. 

As in the case of estate taxes 
here, too, tenancies by the en- 
tirety are a neutral factor. The 
provision disallowing the deduc- 
tion for previously gift 
property is effective with respeci 
to all such property received by 


is 


way of gift frem the donee’s 
spouse after the date of enact- 
}ment of the new act. 


sur- | 
not defeat the de-} 











Gift Tax Credit. Although the 
zift tax credit has been changed 
bv the new act anc to some ex- 


tent has been broadened, the 
objectionable feature that it 
does not give total relief from 
double taxation has not been 
eliminated 

The Revenue Act of 1948 pro- 
vides that in computing ihe 
amount of the gift, in connec- 


tion with the first limitation ex- 


isting under the prior law and 
hereinabove set forth, not only 
are the annual exclusion and 


gifts to charity deducted fron: 
the gross amount of the gift, but 
so also is the marital deduction 


lor gift tax. With respect to the 
second limitation hereinabove 
noted concerning the prior law, 
the new act provides that in 
fixing the value the entire 


gross estate, th2 
tion and the deduct 
ities shail be deduct 
provides that 


ed 


tax exclusion And 
ments not properly 
scope of this pay 
in connection with th 
credit and 
| thereof. 

In general, 
were necessary 








taxed | 
| gress, the 
| according 


In Addition, N.A.H.O. Report 
Shows—5 Cities Currently 
Applving Ordinances 
Chicago (ACCN) — Few states 
or cities, have statutes that 
would effectively continue rent 
controls should congress fail Lo 
enact an extension of the fed- 
eral law, the National Ass’n of 

Housing Officials reports. 

Eyeing the March 31 deadline 
when federal rent controls wiil 
expire unless renewed by con- 
association notes that 
to available informa- 
tion only 
cities are currently administer-. 
ing rent control ordinances or 
have stand-by measures ready 
to gc into effect. 

Connecticut, Illinois, Mary- 
and, New York, and New Jersey 
have rent control laws that will 
become operative if federal con- 
trols expire on deadline. Wis- 
consin’s law goes out of force 
on the same day as do federa! 
controls. 

Cities that are currently ad- 
ministering rent control ordin- 
ances include New York City, 
Washington, D. C., Buffalo, Phii- 
adelphia and Flint, Mich. 

Flint has never been 
federal rent controls, but 
had local rent control since Oct.. 
1942. New York and Buffalo cur- 
rently contrel rent on hotels, 
apartment hoteis, and lodging 





marital deduc- | 


were made} life 


adelphia regulates evictions and 
has rent control provisions in 
standby status. Washington's 


icn for char-| rent control law expires a month | 
It alsO| after the federal law unless ex -| 
value of the} tended by congress. | 
gift must be reduced by the gift| 


The Illinois, New York, and 


ther amend-| New Jersey laws, effective until 
within the| June 30, 1949, have the longest | 


expectancy at the present 


oft : | Pe : ’ 
€ gut tax} time, with Maryland’s set to ex-| 
computation} pire June 1. 


Connecticut’s rent 
|control law will expire upon ad- 


amendments|journment sine die of the 1949 
because of the} session of the general assembly, 


five states and five, 





under | 
has | 


and rooming houses, while Phil-| 





Only 5 States Have Own Rent Control Laws 


and Pennsylvania — to set up 
state controls for another year 
cr longer in the absence of na- 
tional controls. Massachusetts 
is considering a bill to permit in- 
creases of not more than 20 per 
cent over rents prevailing on 
March 1, 1949. 

Three other cities had and ad- 
ministered local rent control or- 
dinances at one time but the 
laws are no longer operative. 
Chicago’s was @eclared uncon- 
stitutional in January, 1948, by 
the State Supreme Court, San 
Francisco’s expired March 1, 
1948, and Los Angeles’ expired 
October, 1947. 

A St. Louis rent control law, 
approved in referendum last 
August, has never become ef- 
fective. A “taxpayers suit” asked 
that an injunction be granted 
prohibiting the administering 
agent from expending appropri- 
ated funds on the ground that 


the ordinance is_ unconstitu- 
tional. 
Other states that have had 


rent controls but allowed them 
to lapse include Minnesota, Jan. 
15, 1949; Virginia, July, 1948: 
and Missouri, June, 1948. 





Announcements 


John A. Marzulli announces 
the opening of his law offices at 
350 Broad St., suite 310, Newark. 

Edward R. Alexander an- 
nounces the opening of offices 
at 66 Main St., South River, 
where he will engage in the gen- 
eral practice of law. 
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|marital deduct provisions| which by law can be no later 
jand the splitting of gifts by/than June 8 this year. 

spouses to third parties. The] Bills have been introduced in| 
| overall effect of the amend-|the state legislatures of six 
j1eents is io reduce the value ol | states—Connecticut, Minnesota 
|the gross estate by the total|New Jersey, New York, Oregon 
}amount of the deductions here- | —— 

|tofore allowed plus the marital} 

deduction, and to provide for the | B 18) N D S 


utilization of rat: 
where the gift is f1 


cl 


instances 
o the other, and also, where the 


| 
| 





acecedent was onor of the 
|gift but the gif -onsidered 
made one-half by his spouse. 

It is apparent tl to the ex- 
tent to which tenancies by the| 
entirety are in‘ the allow- 
ance of the marital deduction| 
with respect thereto results i: 
greater relief under the provi- 
sions of the nev than under 
prior law. 

V. Overall Tax Planning 


Considerations 

Certain overall I i 
should be borne in min 
nection with the pi 


rations 






yspective im- 





plementation of tenancy by 
the entirety as a dium of tax 
planning. These considerations 
are, in effect, a restatement of 
what has been heretofore dis- 
cussed at great length. 
Initially, the use of a tenancy 
by the entirety may well result 
in sunstantial savings in admin- 





istration expenses and state in- 








~» In con-| 


heritance taxes. This is under-| 
standable when is remem- 
bered that the basic principle 
underlying the ationship is 
that the ownership of both 


spouses is of the entire property, 
and that the death of one mere- 
iy gives the survivor unre- 
stricted use thereor. According- 
ly, upon the death of the first 


‘Continued on page 
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A Social Security Plan for the Professions 


Whether we all like it or not, this nation is committed to a 
policy of social security for a great number of its citizens. The 
majority of those who earn wages or salaries pay social security 
taxes and in return become entitled to retirement benefits at the 
age of 65 and to important benefits after death for certain mem- 
bers of the immediate family. Generally speaking, the money value 
of those benefits is very substantially higher than the individual 
could obtain for himself by investing annually a sum equal to the 
social security tax he is required to pay. 

Should something comparable be done for the citizen who is 
not an employee, but earns his living from his own business? The 
majority of lawyers are in that group. Since the passage of the 
original Social Security Act of 1935, suggestions have been made 
from time to time that something should be done for the self- 
employer, but to date nothing has come of such suggestions. Those 
favoring the extension of the Security plan argue, with much force, 
that impecunious old age, or the poverty of surviving dependents 
who are too old or too young to support themselves, is just as 
socially undersirable for the man who has earned a living from 
his own business as for the wage earner. Whatever the arguments, 
the fact is that the lawyer who practices alone or in partnership, 
must provide for his own old age, and for his wife and children, 


entirely through his own efforts. 


This editorial comment is prompted by the introduction in 
Congress of a proposed act entitled the “Earned Income Tax Ad- 
justment Act of 1949”. H.R. 3224. The plan there described is not 
limited to the persons who are self-employed, but it would be very 
helpful to that group and especially to the professions. It is very 
simple in its essentials. Each citizen who is earning his own living 
would be permitted to defer income tax on amounts up to 15% of 
his earned income, but not over $10,000 in any year. The tax defer- 
ment would be available only by purchasing special none-assign- 


able government bonds bearing a 2% 


interest rate. If bonds so 


purchased should be turned in for redemption while the purchaser 
is alive, then the proceeds of the redemption would become at that 
time a part of taxable income. Bonds not cashed before death 
would be taxed in the usual way as part of the purchaser’s estate. 
In short, the proposed statute would make it financially easier for 
each lawyer, or other self-supporting man or woman, to set up a 


pension fund and administer it 
needs and abilities. 


himself in accordance with his 


It would be rash to suggest that this bill is likely to pass prompt- 
ly. For one thing, the people who need it most are the self-em- 
ployed and they are anything but effective lobbyists. The fact that 
nothing has been done for them in the social security field since 
the original act of 1935 shows that. Yet the proposed plan could 
well furnish a rallying point for professional groups. It has the 
great advantage of enabling a man whose earned income is un- 
steady—and what lawyer’s is not—to provide in good years for 
future lean years without having the apparent surplus of the good 


years all taken by heavy income taxes. It also has the advantage | 


of being optional for each individual, thus avoiding the paternal- 
ism which would be offensive to the professions in the case of a 


compulsory scheme. 


We are informed that the plan has been endorsed by a number 
of bar associations, by the American Institute of Architects and 
by other professional societies. These endorsements came before 
the introduction of H.R. 3224, and now that legislation is actually 
pending there will be renewed interest, which, we suggest, should 
be shared by the various bar associations of New Jersey. 

(Circumstances prevented submission of this editorial 

to other members of the editorial board. It must be stated, 

therefore, that the views expressed do not necessarily re- 

present the views of the entire or of a majority of the 


board.) 





. Second N. Y. U. Annual Labor Conference 
To Open April 26 


New York University’s Second 
Annual Conference on Labor will 
be held April 26 to April 29 at 
the Barbizon Plaza Hotel, it was 
announced by Dean Paul A. Mc- 
Ghee of the University’s adult 
unit, the Division of General 
Education. The four-day meet- 
ing will be attended by union 
and management officials as 
well as labor consultants and 
attorneys. 

Dean McGhee stated that the 
program for the conference 
would “emphasize the every-day 
aspects of labor relations as they 
affect company end union rath- 





er than theoretical or 
problems. 
provide a forum 
change of experience and ex- 
pert opinion. Major stress 
lectures will be on the provisions 
of the labor agreement.” 
Various “clinics” for discus- 
sion of industrial conditions pre- 


vailing in certain industries and | 


of special conditions important 
to men concerned with the con- 
duct of collective bargaining will 
be a special feature of this year's 
conference. Dean McGhee listed 
the following topics for such 
clinic consideration: “Labor Re- 


abstract | 
The conference wili| 
for the ex-| 
| Workers, Labor Relations in the | 
in 


| DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS | 


| 





| INTERROGATORIES — Inter- 

| rogatories asking the defend- 
ant in a negligence action to 
set forth in detail] the alleged 
contributory negligence of the 
plaintiff are proper. 

Interrogatories asking the 

names and addresses of all 

witnesses known to have know- 
ledge of the occurrence or 
transaction involved are prop- 
er. 
INTERROGATORIES 

COVERY — While witnesses’ 

statements and . attorneys’ 

“work products” are not sub- 

ject to discovery, relevant 

facts, though contained there- 
in, may be obtained through 
interrogatories. 

~Answers to interrogatories do 

not estop the party furnishing 

them from relying on inform- 
ation developed by subsequent 
investigation at or before the 
trial, but the court and jury 
may look askance at an un- 
explained change in position. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Hartshorne, J. C. C. rendered 
March 12, 1948. Essex County 
Court. Schwartz v. P. S. For 
plaintiff—Louis C. Jacobson by 
Harry R. Fox. For defendant— 
|Carl T. Freggens by James O. 
Boyd and Louis F. Stein, Jr. 

The question here presented is 
whether plaintiff in a negligence 
action can compel defendant to 
answer interrogatories directed 
to defendant’s allegations in his 
answer of plaintiff’s contribut- 
ory negligence. 

The questions asked were: 

1. Describe the negligence of 
plaintiff which it is alleged con- 
tributed to the accident. 

2. Describe the careless, neg- 
ligent and reckless manner in 
which plaintiff allegedly con- 
ducted himself. 

3. Describe the alleged 
lawful acts of plaintiff. 

4. State the names and 


DIS- 


ul- 


ad- 


dresses of all witnesses known to} 
defendant to have knowledge of | 
forth in the} 


the occurrence set 
answer. 

Defendant moved to. strike 
these interrogatories as calling 
for conclusions, irrelevant, and 
privileged. 

Under the practice prior to 
Sept. 15, 1948 it is clear such in- 
terrogatories were improper. But 
under the new constitution and 
rules adopted by the Supreme 
Court pursuant thereto, these 
questions are now proper. The 
spirit is to make available to all 
parties and the court any mater- 
ial facts known to any party. 
The rules concerning discovery 
and inspection, particularly Rule 
3:26-2 and 3:30-2, require that 
the full unprivileged relevant 
facts shall be made available to 
all parties, not simply at the 
trial, but before the trial. The 
{only limitations on the scope of 
discovery by depositions are 
those which the rules expressly 
recognize. Objections on the 
ground of disclosure of one’s 
witnesses are specifically dis- 
qualified. And under Rule 3:33, 
| interrogatories may relate to any 
matters which can be inquired 
into on deposition. On deposi- 
tion, if the matter is not privi- 
leged, anyone may be examined 
regarding any matter which is 
| material to the subject matter 
involved in the action. Former 
|} objections such as prying into 
the opponents case, and seeking 
information as to matters pri- 
| Marily within the seeker’s know- 





lations in the Trucking Industry, 
Organization of White Collar 
| Printing Industry, Labor-Man- 
agement Relations During 
|Strikes and Proposals for Deal- 
ing With Them, Effective Pro- 
cedures to Implement Adminis- 
tration of Contracts.” The clinic 
|meetings will be held in the 
| evening. 

| Fuli information may be se- 
|cured from the Division of Gen- 
leral Education, New York Uni- 
versity, Washington Square 3, 
New York. 





| by operation of law as to any 


| tor whether such residue is cer- 





the answers given now might | 
preclude the defendant from re- | 
lying on any contributory neg- | 
ligence developed at the trial, is| 
without merit. The answers giv- 
en now will not estop defendant 
from relying on what it learns 
later or at the trial, whether it 
be the same or different from | 
what it knows now. Of course, if | 
at the trial the defendant adopts | 
ledge are expressly disqualified. 

The remaining argument, that 
a position different from that 
taken or set up in the answers to 
the interrogatories, such change, 
if unexplained, may well cause 
the court and jury to look ask- 
ance. 

It is clear that the questions 
seek relevant information and 
are therefore proper. The only | 
remaining question is whether 
the information is privileged. 
The answer has already been | 
given in the negative by the| 
Federal Courts and by our state | 
courts. Relevant facts, as dis- | 
tinguished from copies of wit- | 
nesses’ statements, attorney’s| 
“work products” or other docu- | 
ments prepared in anticipation 
of litigation and preparation for 
trial, are not privileged and may | 
be obtained on interrogatories 
or depositions though the docu- 
ments themselves are exempt} 
from discovery. Information ob- 
tained by the client and there- 
after furnished to his attorney | 
is not privileged by reason of 
such disclosure and information 
ascertained by the attorney him- 
self is not privileged, though, as 
Stated, the statements them- 
selves or attorney’s memoranda 
are not subject to discovery. 

Accordingly, the detailed facts 
of the alleged contributory neg- | 
ligence and the names and ad- 
dresses of witnesses are proper 
subjects of interrogatories. 
TRUSTS — REVERSIONS -- 

ESTATES — The failure of 2 

testator to provide for dispo 

sition of the corpus of a trust 
upon the failure of a contin- 
gent remainder results in the 
creation of a reversionary es- 
tate vesting in his heirs at law 
and next of kin, depending on 
the nature of the property, at 

his death, subject to being di- 

vested if the contingency oc- 

curs. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Haneman, J. S. C., rendered Mar. 
22, 1948. Superior Court, Chan- 
cery Div. Miller v. Woodbury. 
For plaintiff — Edwin G. Scove! 
(Benjamin Ludlow, of counsel). 
For Trustees — Starr, Summer- 
ill & Davis by Joseph J. Sum- 
merill, Jr. For other defendants 
—Bruck & Bigel. 

Robert Matlock died in 1877 
leaving a will under which a tes- 
tamentary trust was set up to 
pay the income to his children 
for life, and on their death, the 
corpus to their children. There 
were no grandchildren then liv- 
ing and there were none born 
thereafter. 

It is conceded that title to the 
corpus vested in the _ trustees 
during the life of the children 
with contingent remainder to 
grandchildren. It is also con- 
ceded that on the death of the| 
last child, there being no grand- 
children and no residuary clause 
in the will. the corpus vested as 
if testator had died intestacc 
with respect thereto. The dis-| 
pute is whether such vesting oc- | 
curred at testator’s death or on} 
the date of the death of his iast 
surviving child. 

An estate in reversion is the! 
residue of an estate left in a! 
grantor or testator to commence | 
in possession after the determ-| 
inaticn of some particular es-| 
tate granted by him. It arises| 


estate left in a grantor or testa- 


tain or merely a possibility. Re- 
versions are actual estates in 
praesenti and are vested in the 
sense of a present fixed right of 
enjoyment in futuro. A rever-| 





| County Court, to 


| Plainfield, I 
| Union County Court, to succes 


LEGISLATIVE NEWS 


Executive Session 
In Executive Session of 
Senate last Thursday the follg 


|ing nominaticns were confir 


Donald G. Collester, of Clift: 


| to be County Prosecutor of P, 


saic County, to succeed Manf: 
G. Amlicke. ; 

A. Demorest DelMar, of Eng 
wood, to be Judge of the 
County Court, to succeed hiz 


| self. 


George T. Naame, of Atlan 
City, to be Judge of the Atlar: 
ucceed 
self. 

August Ziegener, of 
City, to be Judge of the Hud; 


|Counsy Court, to succeed hi 
| self. 


Hetfield, 
Judge 


1. ITI, 


to be 


Walter 


nimself. z 
Milton A. Feller, of Elizabe: 


| to be Judge of the Union Cou 


District Court, 
self. 


wo succeec 


Senate 


Just vsefore adjournment 
Thursday, the following bill ¥ 
introduced in the Senate. 

S-283 Bodine. To in 


Tez 


| from $500 to $1.000 the civil jz 


isdiction in district courts 

counties having a population 

more than 300,000. 
Executive 

Governor Driscoll sent t 
lowing nominations to the 
ate on Monday: 

Lester A. Drenk, of Riversié 
to be Judge of the County Cox 
of Burlington County, to succes 
Charles A. Rigg. 

Irving S. Reeve, of Englecy 
to be Judge of the Court 
Criminal] Judicia!’ District 
County of Bergen, to s 
himself. 

David A. Nimmo, of Jer 
City, to be Judge of the Juve 
and Domestic Relations Court 
Hudscn County, to succee 
self. 

Executive Session 

In Executive Session 
Senate on Monday, the follo 
nominations were confirmed 

Ferdinand D. Masucci, of Ne? 
ark, to be Judge of the Es 
County District Court, 
ceed himself. 

David H. Wiener, of N 
to be a Member of the Di 


the Treasury, to succeed Wal: 
hh. Conklin, resigned. 

Joseph G. Lyons, of O: 
to be Judge of the Essex 
District Court. to succeec 
self. 

W. Stanley Naughrig 
West Orange, to be Judge 
County Court of Essex Count 
to succeed himself. 

Adrien B. Hommell, of 
to be County Prosecutor 
sex County, to succeed hims 


Announcement 
Herman W. Steinberg @ 
nounces the removal of his @ 
fices to 15 Lee Piace, Paterson 
where he will continue ¢ é 
tice law. 





sion may exist in personalty 4 
well as realty. 

Thus, the failure of testat 
make provision for dist 
of the corpus in the e\ 
failure of grandchildren. 
ed by operation of law 
creation of a reversionary é 
in himself, which at the time 
his death, vested in his heirs 4 
law or next of kin, depen¢» 


wt 


on the nature of the propem™ 
subject to being divested ift 
should be surviving grandc 
ren. There being no grandc 
ren and no other disposition ‘ 
the corpus, it follows that tes# 
tor died intestate as to that P= 
tion of his estate and that % 
vests in those who were his hé 
at law or next of kin at the © 
of his death, and not in th® 
who were such at the time 
terinination of the trust. 


re 








Pace 1 


EWS 





Bliza 
nc 
e€eec 


ment 








oo ae. = Peay 
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Tenancy by the Entirety in Tax Planning 


}warned that a taxable gift is 

. 5 —/ consummated. and that gift tax 
tenant, there is nothing which | nay properly be imposed if the 
e survivor takes by devise, OF) value of the gift to his wife ex- 
tance, and corresponding-! ceeds the sum of the annual 


Continued from page 3) 








he! 


ly, there is nothing to administ-| exclusion, the lifetime exemp- 
er. States such as New Jers€¥|tion, and the new marital de- 
jmpose no inheritance tax upON| quction. Inasmuch as the an- 
the property because nothing is/).u9)] exclusion does not apply 
deemed to have been inheritec | to future interests, 1t would seem 
py the survivor. Other states! to follow that tne value of that 
nave abolished or modified the! nart of the tenancy by the en- 
characteristics of tenancies by| tirety which is the future inter- 
the entirety, and to that extent) est to wit, the right to succeed 
nave delimited the opportunity | to the entire property upon sur- 
for economy in that regard | yivorship, would not be affected 
awh the tax planner has it)! py any such exclusion. In states 
mind a savings in administra-| uch as Massachusetts, the value 
tion expenses and inheritance | of the gift will be limited to the 
taxes, he would do well to ex-|,alue of the wife’s right to suc- 
amine the law of the jurisdic-|¢eeq to the entire property if 
tion in question. she survives ner husband, since 

Income taxwise, the Revenue] she has no present right to any 


ct of 1948 has not resulted in| part of the income. 











|in mind, 


Mthe nullification of the useful-| In spite of the imposition 
mess of a tenancy by the entire-; upon, and payment by, a hus- 
ty. Reliance upon this method} band-donor of gift tax upon the 
of property ownership will still| creation of a tenancy by the en- 
be cessary where taxpayers|tirety, he must expect to have 
Bseek to split income, but may not| included in his gross estate the 
do through a joint return un-/entire value of such property, 
de e new Act. The most com-| except such part as emanated 
Emon impediments to the filing} from his wife or for which she 
of oint return will probably} furnished the consideration. If 
be it the spouses have differ-'| his estate exceeds the allowable 
ent taxable years or that they| exemption, he may well be pay- 
are separated under a decree oi! ing a further tax upon the same 
Bdivo or separate mainten-| property. He should be made 
mance. Aside from the aspect of; to appreciate that the credit for 
the division of income, the fact-)| gift tax already paid will as- 
or basis upon the subsequent| suage, but not eliminate, the 
sale the property by the sur-|overlapping in taxation. He 
Bviving tenant should not be! should also be made cognizar.: 
ked. As has been illus-|of the elimination by the Rev- 

‘he fact that upon the! enue Act of 1948 of the deduction 

of the first tenant, the!for property previously taxed 

vor is restricted to the ad-| where the death of his widow 

1s cost basis of the property| occurs within five years after 
(rather than the fair market| his own decease, even assuming 
ue thereof as of the date of; that such deduction was avaii- 
mputation of gain) is able to tenants by the entirety 

i disadvantage. But the| prior to the effective date of the 
possibility that the survivor may|new Act. He may, however, de- 
ibe compelled to sell the property| rive some solace from the dim- 
Bat a loss makes resort to cost 2! inution effected in his gross es-| 
Bcou rbalancing advantagej|tate by the amount of the gift| 
* is assumed, the fair|tax paid. Moreover, he may de-} 
value of the property as/rive further solace from the 

date of death is less than) knowledge that by taking title to} 

justed cost basis thereof.| property in a tenancy by the! 
respect to possible gift| entirety, he has assured himseli| 


ATTORNEY GENERAL'S OPINIONS 


Formal Opinion 1949, No. 7 
My dear Commissioner Bates: 

It appears that there are cer-| 
tain prisoners in the New Jersey 
State Prison at Trenton who 
have been committed by the 
courts to serve a sentence of life| 
and that such prisoners have on 
one or more prior occasions been 
convicted of crime. 

You desire to be advised as to 
whether Section 11 or Section 12 
of Chapter 84, P. L. 1948, shall be 
utilized in determining the date} 
upon which such prisoners shali 
be eligible for consideration for | 
release on parole. 

I am of the opinion that Sec-| 
tion 11 wili govern the eligibility | 
date. It provides that any pris- 
ener serving a sentence of life 
shall be eligible for considera- | 
tion for release on parole after| 
having served 25 years of his| 
sentence, less commutation time 
for good behavior and time} 
credits earned and allowed by| 
reason of diligent application to 
work assignments. 

Section 12 can have no appli- 
cation to the matter under con- 
sideration for thereunder it will 
appear that it is impossible for| 
the Parole Board to compute an| 
eligibility date. Section 12 pro-| 
vides that a second offender 
shall not be eligible for parole 
until he has served one-half his 
maximum sentence, a third of-} 
fender shall not be paroled until 
he has served three-fourths of) 
his maximum sentence end a 
fourth offender snall be required 
to serve his maximum sentence 


In view of the uncertainty of 
the span of lite of a prisoner 
sentenced to confinement for 


the duraticn of his natural life, 
it 1s obviously bapossin e to com- | 
pute one-half, 1y other per-! 
centage thereof, in determining 
the eligibility date. 

The Legislature, having this 
intended that all pris- 


or 








oners serving a sentence of life 

be given an eligibility date as 

provided for in Section 11. 

| Theodore D. Parsons, Atty. Gen. 
By: Eugene T. Urbaniak, 
Deputy Attorney Generai| 

in his prospective estate plan- 

ning. 

In attempting to arrive at a 


tax bility, the husband con-| of the benefits of the marital de-| 
templating an advance of his;duction with respect to such 
scwn funds for property to which); property even if he dies intest 

title will be taken in a tenancy; ate. To this exrent, he has at- 


entirety, should be fore-! tained the ultimate in simplicity 
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HEADQUARTERS for MORTGAGE LOANS 
IN NEW JERSEY 


RESIDENTIAL @© COMMERCIAL @ INDUSTRIAL 
F.H.A. — Veterans’ — Conventional 
Construction Money for Builders 
Attorneys on the approved lists of recognized Title Insurance 


Companies, may, with their clients’ approval, represent 
our Company in closing their loans. 


4 acy Mortgage opey 


ELizabeth 5-7400 
280 x. nnOAD ST. @ ELIZABETH, N. J. 











{in favor of the 


| 


|}should know whether the pro-| 
spective estate is large, small or} 
raoderate, and what its compon-| 
ent assets are, or will be. It is| 
l|important that he know whai 
the income of each spouse is, | 
whether the spouses file returns |’ 
on the basis of different taxable 
|years, and whether each will} 
furnish a proportionate amount 


| . 
perty to be acquired. 


co Whether or 
1 be weighted 
fa tenancy | 
tax planner} 


determination as 
not the scale should 
use O 


by the entirety, the 


of the consideration for the pro- 
If the tax 


| planner is advised that specific 


| the 


property is ultimately intended 
for the spouses’ children upon 
the death of the surviving ten- 
ant, fears created by reason of 
recitation of conventional 
disadvantages incident to basis 
upon a_ subsequent sale can} 
readily be dispelled. Is it de- 
Sirabie to place particular pro- 


| perty beyond the separate cred- 


itors of one of the spouses? Is 
there a possibility that one of 
the spouses may die intestate, 


| risking loss of the marital de-| 


| duction unless a te nancy by the} 


entirety is used? These and a 
host of other considerations 
shouid come into play. 

In the last analysis, it is fun- 
damental that certain tax ad- 
vantages must be sacrificed if 
other tax disadvantages are to| 
be avoided. This is the inevit- | 
able choice to be made. | 
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MI 3-8031 


U. 
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!for other persons. 


; ment has delivered to the insti-| 


| necessary to prevent the bring- 


Formal Opinion 1949, No. 8 the inmate or patient. 

My d@amCommissioner Bates: Second, you further desire to 
First, you desire to be advised be advised whether the chief 

whether the chief executive of-! executive officer of a State cor- 

ficer of a State correctional or rectional or charitable institu- 

charitable institution is permit- | tion has the legal right to ex- 

ted tc censor incoming mail in- | clude undesirable persons from 


'tended for your patients and | the grounds of the institution. 


outgoing mail written by them | The Board of Managers of 
and intended for other persons.| your institution has the right 

It is my opinion that the chief|to exclude undesirable persons 
executive officers are permitted; from the institution grounds 
to censor both incoming mai!) where it appears that such per- 
intended for ycur patients and|sons endeavor to excite and 
prisoners and outgoing mail| arouse your patients and to cre- 
written by them and intended! ate distrust and lack of confi- 
| dence in the institution staff. 

I reach this conclusion becaus€| The Legislatuie, in R. S. 30:4- 
in June 1947, it was necessary to| 4, charged the Board of Man- 
take up this general question! agers with management, direc- 
with the Postal Authorities and | tion and control of the institu- 
on June 24, 1947, Frank Delany, | tion and stated that it would be 
Esquire, Solicitcr for the Post)1esponsible to the State Board 
Office Department, submitted | of Control of Institutions and 
Form 287 from the Office of the} Agencies for the efficient, econ- 
Solicitor of the Post Office De-|}cmica] and scientific operation 
partment, dated July 24, 1922,) of the institution. It is, there- 
setting out portions of various] fore, within the legal authoriiy 
opinions of the United States}of your Board to promulgate 
Attorney General's Office on the|/rules and regulations designed 
right of prison officials to oper|to exclude undesirable persons 
the letters of prisoners. from the institution grounds. 


_ Mr. Delaney in his commun-| Theodore D. Parsons, Atty. Gen. 
ication advised that the princi- By: Eugene T. Urbaniak, 


ple of law that applies to in- Deputy Attorney General 
mates of pena] institutions ap- : 
plies with equal force to patients 
in mental institutions under 
court commitment who have 
been declared incompetent. The 
general rule to be applied in a 
Situation of this kind is that 
when the Post Office Depart- 
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Protective Policy 


This policy gives complete protec- 
tion to all Lawyers, whether they 
are in General Practice, Title 
Specialists, Title Searchers, Negli- 
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tution superintendent the mail | 
intended for a _ prisoner or | 
patient under his supervision | 
| that their jurisdiction and con- | 
trol over such mail is termin-| 
ated. Conversely, the Post Of-| 
fice Department has no jurisdic- | 
ticn over maii written by a| 
patient or prisoner until it is) 
actually placed within the con-)} 
trol of the Post Office Depart-| 


You are insured under this policy 
against claims arising from any 
negligent act, any error, or any 
omission occuring in the perform- 
ance of any professional service 


ment. Mr. Delaney said specif-|| rendered to your clients. 

ically : | Write today for descriptive 
The Post Office Department || pamphlet and schedule of rates. 
recognizes the right on the} 
part of the institution to ex- | FRED W. ANDRES 
ercise its discretion concern- : 
ing mail matter addressed to. COMPANY 
or written by the inmate. 1180 Raymond Boulevard 
Such censorship is obviously Newark 2, N. J. 


i - -3470 
ing in of contraband and the Mitchell 2-2905 er MAxket 3-42 
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TI 2 NE Ww 
DE PARTMP NT OF § 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLT 
all to whom these preaents 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears 
by duly anthenticated ree 
for the voluntary 


JERSEY 
"A 


TION 
To may come, 
to mv satisfaction, 
ord of the proceed 
dissolution thereof. 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders posited in my off that 
ART IVORY, INCORPORATED, 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated 200 Ferry Street, 
in the City of Newark " of Pssex, 
State of New 
being the agent therein and in 
upon whom process may be 
complied with the requirements 
Corporations, General rf te 
of New Hsp preliminary to 
i C« tifieate of Dissolution 
Secretary of 


THEREFORE I, the 
Do Hereby 


the State of New Jersey 
that the said cormoration did, on the 
1949, file in 
and attested con 


day of March 
a duly executed 
writing to the dissolution of said 
executed by the stockholders 
, Which said consent and the record 
rroceedings afores “iss now on file 
office as provided by law 
TESTIMONY WHER Mor, 
hereto set my hand 
mv official sen! 
Seventh day of 
thousand 
forty-nine 
LLOYD B 
Seeretaru of 


Mar. 17, 24, $1, 


ings 


» the reof, 


issuing 


‘ine hundred and | 
MARSH 
Ntate 


Apr 


NEW JERSEY 
ESSPX COUNTY 
158/588 
tion 
SALE 





SUPERIOR COURT Ol 
CHANCERY DIVISTON 
sie aS _ coe 


A 

NOTICE Ol 

MARY ROCHE, et als., Plaintiffs, vs 

MULRAINEY, et a@ls., Defendants 

Judgment for 

Court of New Jersey 

Division, entered on the 4th day of 

thove cause, T shall expose 

vendue, and sell to the 

Friday the Sth day of 

20 o'clock in’ the fternoon, in 

riffs salesroom, Room 3803, of the 

onnty Court House, in the City of 

J that certain lot, tract or] 

land and premises situate, lying 

in the Citys f Orange, County of 
State New Jersey 

Northerly line of Me 

distant ¢ 5 


MARY 


sale of = 
Chance 

Fe ness ° 
for 
highest 


By virtue of a 


Superior 


grees West 


Met hesney 
4 with said 


| 
at thence | 
North 38 deg 3 inches } 
doof Eneas Smith his | 
leerees % nites 29 95 | 

till along ! ame S 58 | 

six | 

Met ‘he sney | 


mites Kast 
right angles i 
Seuth 88 degrees 
Chesney 


! Orange, 
on assessment | 
Lot 18 
Clear of 
unpaid taxes 
which is) now 


and 


the | 

record, Z ng | 
an al ur 
fenan 


subject to 


mis 
vada 
shall b 

rt and to 
fe ADO 
bidder 
(10° 


sful 
deposit of ten 


Wice 


Joseph 
\ttornes 
60 Pa 


17, 24 


STATE OF NEW 
DEPARTMENT 
RTIVICATI O; 
whom these 


JERSEY 

OF STATE 
DISSOLUTION 
come, 


presents may 


AS, It appears te v satisfs 
nties recor the 
the volur 


IN TESTIMONY 
hereto set 
mv official 


WHEREOF, 1 
my hand snd af 
seal, at Trenton 
1 lua { Mat 
vuswnd rime hur 


have 
fixed 
one th dred 
" forty-nin 
LIAOYD B. MARSH, 
Secretary of State 
Maa 1 Aye 7 ! 


WHOM IT MA&Y CONCERN 
by to the provisions of an Act of 
ire of New Jersey, Revised Stat 

litle 2:67-1 to and including 

iid acts amendatory thereof 


thereafter 


order authorizing 


April 


ONCERN 


Statu 


County ‘ ’ 
in the City of Newark, 
1Wth day of April, 1949, at 


forenoon Be or us 


SSX 


10 o'elock 
soon there 
for a judg 
other nar 
Kathryn 

Tose 


wiziano 

Kathryn Exgiziane 
Joseph Beiziano : 
guardian of ory Egiziano 
Invrianne Exgiziano, minors 

RANK J, CAVICO, Attorney 

reet 

New Jersey 


Mar, 24, 31, Apr. 7, 14 


Oertel, | 


Statutes | 


| 
| 


I 


| on by 


ths 





$16 80 


April, | 


alfi 
Union B 
New 


ISSEX C4 
PROBATE 


UNTY COURT, 
DIVISION 


d N 
GROSSMAN Individually, I 
as EASTERN MERC HANDISE ‘RS 
r R. KLEPI oe 
HERDBY 
GROSSMAN, 


DASTERN ME Ré HANDLE 


the 


for 


proportion 
net amount 


hands 


listribu 

Assignor 
and 

All el: 


for 
said 


must 
rmation to me, ¢ 
uilding, 9 
rsey, Within 


late, the same 





C 
fo a 


Greeting: 


Wi 


by duly 


by the 
holders, 


eor 


has 
14, ¢ 
utes 
issuir 


NOW 


Seeret 


Jersey, 


corp 
Mat 
mia 


stock) 


the record of 
fil 


Gree 
Wil 


orpor 


N ‘ 


NON 


for 
Phe 
NOT 

PROV 


its pr 


ARK 
roete 


‘TADDY 


ADD 


‘ omplie “ad 


incipal pla 


STATS OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ll to whom these presents may come 
satisfaction, 
the proceed 
lissolution thereof 
consent of all the stock 
mv office, that 
CORPORATION 
State whose pri 

Car 


IEREAS, It appears to my 
anthenticated record of 

the 
unanimous 
deposited in 
GALE RDALTY 
poration of this 


for voluntary 


cina 


gent therein 

whom process 

with the req 

‘orporations, General, of Re 

of New Jersey, pr 

gy of this Certificate 
THEREFORE, I 

iv oof State of the 

Ik Hereby Certif 

tiv til o 1 

149 


upon may 
iirements 
vised 





10ld n f, whit 
the 
in my 


proce 
} 


tid 


IN TESTIMONY 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official _ Seal at renton 
this Twenty-fourth divs Mit 
AUD one theusane 1 


WHERDOF, 


LLOYD MARSH 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DHPARTMENT OF STATI 
ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
t m= these er H 
BEREAS It 
N the 


a 


fli | Gireetir 


ee RI 


ESCO 


COR PORATION 


ations 
wooden prel 
rtificate of 


THEREFORE,» 


LLOYD B. MASI 


ESSEX COUNTY 
NOT ILE 
miuitter ot th 

the x efit 
VISION rxC 
ICE is 5 
ISLON 


WRIGLL 


P \ WRIGHT 
IN¢ ] ng 
' oi’ aa 
ewa},r 

at whicl 

provision 


est 


Ne rsey 
EY AM ARDINISS & SNYDER 


ROS] ADDY STP 


Yau TOI ADDY 
’ | ale 





de man 
within 


Marct 
ARTHUR DITZE 


f GEORGE 


ds 
SIX 


will be 


re 


Ree 


Bo 


SOW, 


STATE OF 

DEPARTMENT OF 
Cc iE RTI 
to 


Greeting 


1 


th 


I 


TATE 


DI 


CERTIFI 


IN PESTIMONY 


JERSEY 
STATE 


NEW 


ATE OF 
whom these presenta may 
my 

rd of the 


ssointion 


this Certit 
HR diehdeet 


s v by law. 
IMONY WHER satel 


SF my hand ar 


at Tre ion 


Mia 


1 et 
LOYD B 


ecretary 


M ARSH, 
State. 


OF NEW 
PARTMENT OF 3 
ATE OF DISSOLU 


phom these presents may 


— = 
ST! 


It appears my sat 
‘ record of the 
ition 

the 
that 


proc 


dissol 


served), 
f ‘Title 


iss 


WHEREOF 


have eret ‘t my hand s as 


LLOYD B 


FARY KOT 


\ 


DMI 


ut 
I> 


MARSH, 


EVAR 
CERTIFI 


AS 


ANKIEWICZ al 
GOLANKIEWICZ 

KOLANKIEWICZ 
DMUND GOI 


[ARY 
ND 
s I 


KOT ANKIEWICZ 
RA GOT 


SARA 
sARB 
LORRAINE K 
s LORRAINE 


GOL 


MAX. GALLOI 
SHIRLEY SCH 
PRESSLER, Attort 


DISSOLUTION 
come 


TION 
come 


satisfaction, 
proceed 
thereof 


sfaction 


ve 


thereo! 
stock 


re 
has 
14 


Statutes | 


ANKII wie 


ANKIEWICZ 
ANKIPWICZ 
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SUPERIOR, 
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Announcement 


Reynier J. Wortendyke Jr 
gohn F. Leonard announce 
formation of a partnership 
der the name of 
Leonard fcr the general pra 
of the law with offices at 
Raymond Blvd., Newark 2 





LEGAL NOTICES 





NEM 


IN TESTIMONY 
have hereto set 


fived 


WHE! 
» har 


my 


LLOYD R. MARSH. 


Serretary 0 State. 





* 


In 
Ulls 


Wortendyke 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS | to the Court of Chancery which Schedule Fixed by Bankruptcies 
found it advantageous to the in- Jud McLean 
a > = ‘ = PR Erne pe py es ae s . fants involved and approved it. u ge cLea PROWN, Thomas Philips, Maple Ave. Laurel 
DISTRICT COURT PRACTICE final judgment” nor an inter- Th te valk aileibatinae Bee ee a ee an 
practice in the District Court ROE UNGRY order from which Rae ereupon, the appea al er} } ll 7 C refr. Lipkin (Petition pro seb 
oe aes 7 proceedings were dismissed. | The following announcement) ; 
conforms as nearly as may be ap peal is permitted by Rule 4:2-1 aig nie ‘ lis made by Judge McLean as tO] PEL SARDO, Stanistid, TOS Mill Street, 
to that of the County and and 2. The term final judgmeni| The Tax Commissioner assess- | |. syed for motions and trials <i et vs oan assets 
Superior Courts. as used in the Rule is at least|ed inheritance taxes in respect in vpn several counties compris-| )\v2"\> “ mare 
. E . : > 3 } ") c jie -Ontained } as es e INSON, v1 aaurel 
_Judicial action, with some few as broad as the same term form-| to the legacies contained in the ing vicinage 3. Trials will also| -\. STO -44 
3 i P . ai Ti sllante y, tery iy > > ee as Is 3 ‘ahil 
B exceptions, takes the form of erly used in connection with} Will. Appellants contend their|)°) oq on%sveciai days ap-| sons ‘oo 
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Superior Court Schedules and Notes 


ATLANTIC COUNTY 
Superior Court 
Law Div.— 

Hon. Frank T. Lloyd, Jr. 
Tri2ls resume April 11. 
Motions—April 8. 

Chan. Div.— 

Hon. Vincent S. Haneman 
Final hearings Wednesdays 

and Thursdays. 

Motions and pretrials—Fridays. 
Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. Vincent S. Haneman. 

Every Tuesday. 


BERGEN COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. J. Wallace Leyden. 
Trials now in progress. 
Motions— April 1, 8. 

Chan. Div.— 
Hon. John Grimshaw, Jr. 


» Motions — At Hackensack April | 


1, 14, at Paterson, April 8, 22. 
Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. William A. Hegarty. 
Trials—Weeks of April 4, 18. 
Motions— April 8. 22. 


BURLINGTON COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. Haydn Proctor 
Trials commence April 11. 
Motions-—April 8. 
Pretrials—April 1. 


CAMDEN COUNTY 


CAPE MAY COUNTY 

| Law Div.— 
| Hon. Frank T. Lloyd, Jr. 
| Trials concluded. 
| Motions and pretrials—April 1. 
| Matrimonial Div.— 
| Hon. Vincent S. Haneman. 
Every Tuesday at Atlantic City. 

CUMBERLAND COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. Frank T. Lloyd, Jr. 
Trials to April 7. 

Motions and pretrials—April 32, 
at Atlantic City. 
Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. Wm. R. J. Burton 
Trials and motions every ‘Thurs- 

day. 

ESSEX COUNTY 
| Law Div.— 
| Hon. Wm. A. Smith. 

Hon. Joseph L. Smith. 

Hon. Daniel J. Brennan. 
Trials—Monday thru Thursday 
Motions and pretrials — Every 

Friday. 

Chan. Div.— 

Hon. Walter J. Freund. 

Hon. Alfred A. Stein. 
Judge Freund will hear contest- 

ed motions at the Hall of Rec- 
| ords on April 8 and uncon- 
| tested motions on April 1. Pre- 
| trials and final hearings are 
| heard daily except Friday. 





Law Div.—Hon. Donald inna Judge Stein will hear contested 


Trials to June 16. 


Motions and pretrials—April 1, 8. | 


Chan. Div.— 

Hon. Norman T. Rogers 
Trials thru April 7. 
Motions and pretrials—Apr. 1, 14. | 
Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. Wm. R. J. Burton 
Trials—Every Tuesday, Wednes- | 

day and Friday. 
Motions—Every Friday. 


NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N.J. 
Mitchell 2-1406 


Services avatiable to attorneys only. 

















Telephone 
meee 3) oY: Park om 30400 
Rhein an 7-3552 
Glendon J. Tranter 
PRIVATE INVESTIGATOR 
ELECTRONIC 4 SOCIENTIPIO 
DETECTION BQUIPMBENE 
—Divorce Evidence Obtained— 
710 Mattison Ave., Asbury Park 


Licensed 
Bonded 
License No. 476 





LICENSED "lizabeth 2-3359 
BONDED 2-4644 


Hanus Detective Agency 
Suite 601-602 
1143 East Jersey Street 
Elizabeth, N. J. 
CHARLES HANDS, Prineipai 
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Special Real Estate 


Investigator 
NEW JERSEY AND 
EASTERN PENNA. 


Owners of Record, Executors, 
Heirs, Located. 
Payment of Tax Liens or Deed 
for Property Involved Secured. 
Title Insurance Exceptions 
Investigated. 
RESEARCH WORK AND 
REPORTS MADE 
Correspondence Invited 


J. W. SNYDER 


P.O. Box 31 P.O. Box 476 
Surf City, N. J Phila. 5, Pa. 
Tel. Pennypacker 5-6396 
Reference—Percy Camp, Esq., 
Toms River, N. J. 











Motions at the Hal! of Records 
on April 1, and uncontested 
| motions on April 8. 


| Matrimonial Div. 

Hon. C. Thos. Schettino. 
Hon. Hermar. E. Hillenbach 
|Motions and pretrial hearings 
| heard every Friday except Apr. 
15 at Hall of Records, Newark. 
Trials Monday through Thurs- 

day, at Hall of Records. 


GLOUCESTER COUNTY 
| Law Div.—Hon. Donald Waesche 
| Trials commence June 20. 
| Motions—June 24. 
HUDSON COUNTY 
| Law Div.— 

Hon. Wm. J. Brennan, Jr. 

Hon. Haydn Proctor 
Trials now in progress. 
Motions—Fridays. 

Pretrials on all available days. 
Chan. Div.— 

Hon. Henry T. Kays 
Trials—Tues., Wed., Thur. 
Motions—Every Friday. 
Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. David A. Pindar. 
Trials—Monday thru Thursday 


Court House. 


HUNTERDON COUNTY 
Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. Donald H. McLean. 
— at Belvidcre—April 4. 
| Motions at Somerville—-April 8. 

MERCER COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. Ralph J. Smalley. 
Trials resume in June. 
Motions—April 1, 29 
Chancery Div.— 

Hon. Wilfred H. Jayne. 
Motions will be heard every Fri- 

day at the State House Annex 
Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. William R. J. Burton. 


day commencing April 4th. 


MIDDLESEX COUNTY 
Law Div.—Hon. Ralph J. Smalley 
Trials commence April 4. 
Motions—April 8. 
Matrimonial Div.— 
Hon. Donald H. McLean. 
Trials at Elizabeth—April 11, 18. 





Motions at Elizabeth—April 22. 





LEGAL'S 
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POPULAR-PRICED COMPLETE 


CORPORATION OUTFIT 


CONSISTING OF 
1 BOOK 25 LITHOGRAPHED CERTIFICATES 


1 DESK SEAL 


1 LOOSE LEAF MINUTE BOOK WITH 5 BLANK SHEETS $1 1% 


1 STOCK TRANSFER LEDGER 


1 DURABLE CONTAINER FOR OUTFIT 


PRINTED MINUTES $1.00 EXTRA 
NAME OF CORP. IN GOLD LETTERING — $1.00 ADDITIONAL 
Postage Prepaid if check is enclosed with order 


LEGAL STATIONERY CO., INC. 


298 BROADWAY, NEW YORK 7, N. Y. 


COrtlandt 7-1743 


Motions — every Friday at the} 


MONMOUTH COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. Thomas Brown. 
Motions—Fridays. 
Trials—Mon. thru Thur. 
Chancery Div.— 

Hon. Norman T. Rogers. 
Motions—April 8. 
Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. Donald H. McLean. 
Trials—April 12, 26. 
Motions—April 1, 29. 

MORRIS COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. J. Wallace Leyden. 
Trials resume June 13. 
Motions—June 17. 

Chan. Div.— 

Hon. John Grimshaw, Jr. 
Motions will be heard at Hack- 

ansack, April 1, 14 and at} 

Paterson April 8, 22. 

OCEAN COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. Wm. A. Smith. 

Trials—April 4 to April 15. 


Motions may be moved on any | 


Friday at Newark at 9:45 A.M. | 
Matrimonial Div.— 
Hon. Donald H. McLean. 


Trials at Freehold—April 12, 26.} 


Motions at Freenold—April 1, 29. 
PASSAIC COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. Robert H. Davidson. 
Trials now in progress. 
Pretrials—Fridays at 2 P.M. 
| Motions—Every Friday. 
| Chan. Div.— 

Hon. John Grimshaw, Jr. 
| Motions—At Paterson, April 


Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. Wm. A. Hegarty. 
Trials—Weeks of April 11, : 
Motions—April 1, 14. 

SALEM COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. Frank T. Lloyd, Jr. 
Trials concluded. 
Motions—April 22. 

SOMERSET COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. Daniel J. Brennan. 
Trials commence April i8. 
Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. Donald H. McLean 
Motions—April 8. 

SUSSEX COUNTY 
Law Div.— 

Hon. Robert H. Davidson. 

Trials—Concluded. 


Motions—Every Friday at Pater- bei 


son. 
UNION COUNTY 
Law Div.—Hon. Frank L. Cleary. 
Trials—Mon. thru Thur. 


Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. Nicholas A. Tomasulo. 
Motions every Friday. 

daily. 

WARREN COUNTY 

Law Div.—Hon. Joseph L. Smith. 
Motions—At Newark on any 

day by appointment. 
Matrimonial Div.— 

Hon. Donald H. McLean. 
Trials—April 4. 
Motions at Somerville—April 8. 
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Patent — Trade Marks 


CONSULT 
Z.H. POLACHEK 
Reg. Patent Attorney 


1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York I, N. Y. 
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February Failures Total 
Highest Reached 
Since 42 


failures rose sharply in February 





Hearings 
ato 


to 6&5, the highest total in any 
| month since 1942, Dun & Brad- 
| street, Inc., reports. 

| The increase from January 
|was considerably steeper than 
| the usual seasonal rise for Feb- 
|ruary: it brought casualties 
| about 64 per cent above the 
| same month of 1948. 

Despite the rise, concerns fail- 
jing were about two-thirds as 
|numerous as in February, 1940, 
when 1,042 businesses failed. 
| Dun’s failure index, which 
|represents the failure rate ad- 
| justed for seasonal variation 
| and projected to an annual 
| basis, refiected 29.8 casualties 


|per 10,000 enterprises in opera- | 


| tion. 


This 
than 


was markedly higher} 


the previous 


New York (ACCN) — Business | 
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| 
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February’ s| + sca or | 


|rate of 19.5, but was about one- | 


| half the 58 per 10,000 recorded | 


| 1940. 
The liabilities involved in Feb-| 


Poe failures increased to $27,-|1.4kGR 
567,000 from $19,159,000 in the | aus 


‘initial month of 1949. 


| Mane Onanwe 


| Although falling short of the | 
| postwar peak reached in Decem- | 


ber last year, liabilities were the | Pie ar aeaee 

| heaviest for any February since| Geancheeanier 
8. | 

22; at Hackensack, April 1, 14. & 


the depression year 1933, casu- 
lities in all size groups in- 
| creased, but the rise from 1946 
was sharpest among the busi- 
nesses with liabilities under 
$109,000. 


A marked rise from January 


cecurred in the Middle Atlantic | 


states which renorted 174 fail- 
ures and in the Pacific states 
| Which reported 167. 
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